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Status 

1 )S Responsive to communication(s) filed on 1 6 October 2006 . 
2a)K This action is FINAL. 2b)D This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 1 1 , 453 O.G. 213. 

Disposition of Claims 

4) ^ Claim(s) 4-12 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) IEI Claim(s) 4-1 2 is/are rejected. 

7) D Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) D The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10) D The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)D accepted or b)Q objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a). 
Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 

1 1) D The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-152. 

Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119 

12) D Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119(a)-(d) or (f). 
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1 .□ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2.D Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 
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application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 
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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This is a response to Applicant's amendment filed 10/16/2006. In virtue of this 
amendment, claims 4-12 remain pending in this application of which claims 1-3 have 
been canceled and claims 8-12 have been added. Upon reconsideration, the rejection 
of claims 4-7 by Fernandez et al. mailed on 6/15/2006 is hereby withdrawn. However, 
upon further consideration, a new ground(s) of rejection is made in view of Fernandez et 
al. and Kuznetso. The Applicant's arguments about the 101 rejection are not 
persuasive (see the explain in the rejection 101 section below). 

Summary of claims 

2. Claims 4-1 2 are pending. 
Claims 4-12 are rejected. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC 101 

3. 35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, 
manufacture, or composition of matter or any new and useful improvement 
thereof, may obtain a patent therefore, subject to the conditions and 
requirements of this title. 
Claims 4-7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claims are directed to a 
non-statutory subject matter, specifically, the claims are not directed towards the final 
result that is "useful, tangible and concrete. 

With respect to claims 4, 8 and 12, claims 4, 8 and 12 are directed to method of 
accessing data. This claimed subject matter lacks a practical application of a judicial 
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exception (law of nature, abstract idea, naturally occurring article/phenomenon) since it 
fails to produces a useful, and tangible result. 

Specifically, the claimed subject matter does not produce a useful and tangible 

result: 

A useful results because the claimed subject matter fails to sufficiently reflect at 
least one practical utility set forth in the descriptive portion of the specification. More ■ 
specifically, while the describe practical utility (utilities) is (are) directed to method of 
accessing data, the claimed subject matter relates ONLY to transform the data into a 
transaction infrastructure response object using an output element of the data service 
transaction. 

A tangible result because the claimed subject matter fails to produce a result that 
is limited to having real world value rather than a result that may be interpreted to be 
abstract in nature as, for example, a thought, a computation, or manipulated data. More 
specifically, the claimed subject matter provides for transforming the data into a 
transaction infrastructure response object using an output element of the data service 
transaction. 

Claims 5-7, and 9-1 1 depend from rejected claim 4, and 8 thereby render these 
dependent claims as nonstatutory. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 1 1 2 
4. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 
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5. Claim 1 recites the limitation "the requested data" in line 9, "the data" in line 1 1 . 
There is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. More importantly, 
the claim remains unclear as to what the requested data and the data mean. 

■ 

Claim 8 shares the same deficiency, as it fails to positively define what the 
requested data in line 16 and the data in line 18 encompasses. There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim 12 shares the same deficiency, as it fails to positively define what the 
requested data in line 10 and the data in line 1 1 encompasses. There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

6. Claims 4-12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 

* » 

applicant regards as the invention. 

* 

With respect to claims 4, 8 and 12, the phrase "an input element of the data 
service transaction" renders claim(s) indefinite because it is unclear what's an input 
element of the data service. The specification fails to define what is an input element of 
the data service. 

With respect to claims 4, 8 and 12, the phrase "an output element of the data 
service transaction" renders claim(s) indefinite because it is unclear what's an output 
element of the data service. The specification fails to define what is an output element 
of the data service. 

With respect to claim 4-7, and 9-1 1 , claims 4-7 and 9-1 1 depend from rejected 
claims 4 and 8 thereby render these dependent claims indefinite. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

7. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 4-12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Fernandez et al. (U.S. Patent No. 6,604,100) in view of Kuznetsov (U.S. Patent No. 
6,772,413). 

With respect to claim 4, 8 and 12, with best understood, Fernandez et al. 
discloses a method of accessing data, comprising: receiving a transaction infrastructure 
object requesting data (i.e. " user query (see fig. 1); converting (I04)(fig. 1) the transaction 
infrastructure object into a different format; sending the converted transaction 
infrastructure object (SQL)(-»)(the arrow from the translator to RDBMS)(see fig. 1 ) to a data 
source (I10)(see fig. 1); obtaining the request data (->)(the arrow from RDBMS to XML 
generator)(see fig. 1) from the data source (RDBMS)(see fig. 1); but Fernandez et al. does not 
discloses receiving a data service transaction name; retrieving a data service 
transaction corresponding to the data service transaction name converting the 
transaction infrastructure object into a different format using an input element of the 
data service transaction and transforming the data into a transaction infrastructure 
response object using an output element of the data service transaction. However, 
Kuznetsov discloses receiving a data service transaction name (FMRFD) (709)(see fig. 6); 
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retrieving a data (707) service transaction corresponding to the data service transaction 
name (709); converting (703)(i.e. "data translator") (see fig. 6) the transaction infrastructure 
object (701)(i.e. "NewCo")(figure 6) into a different format (see column 12, line 39-51 or column 10, 
line 55-68)) using an input element of the data service transaction (703)(i.e. "DATA 
TRANSLATOR")(see fig. 6) and transforming the data (705) (i.e. "OidCo")(see fig. 6) into a 
transaction infrastructure response object (70i)(i.e. "NewCo")(figure 6) using an output • 
element of the data service transaction(703)(i.e. "DATA TRANSLATOR")(see fig. 6). 

It would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to modify Fernandez et al. by using the a data service 
transaction code in order to perform a bi-directional translation between the two steam 
of transaction with different data format and provide a unique solution to the growing 
problem of integrating disparate or incompatible computer systems, file formats, 
network protocols or other machine data since such using a data service transaction 
code for state purpose has been well known in the art as evidenced by the teaching of 
Kuznetsov (see column 11, line 65-68 and column 12, line 1-5 or column 5, line 65-68 
and column 6, line 1-5). 

With respect to claims 5, 9, Fernandez et al. discloses step of transforming the 
data into a transaction infrastructure response object includes transforming the data into 
an XML format (See column 9, line 60-65); and transforming the XML format into a 
.NET response object (see column 25, line 55-60(java environment)). 



Application/Control Number: 10/708,589 Page 7 

Art Unit: 2163 

With respect to claims 6-7, and 10-11, Fernadez et al. discloses transaction 
infrastructure object includes at least one of Java enterprise edition (see column 25, line 
55-60). 

Conclusion 

8. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 

§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

9. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Hung Vy whose telephone number is (571 ) 272-1 954. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday 8:30 am - 5:30pm. if 
attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Don Wong can be reached on (571 ) 272-1834. The fax numbers for the 
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organization where this application or proceeding is assigned are (703) 872-9306 for 
regular communications and (703) 308-7722 for After Final communications. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published 
application may be obtained from either private Pair or Public Pair. Status information 
for unpublished applications is available through Private Pair only. For more information 
about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov . Should you have question on 
access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 



Hung T. Vy 
Art Unit 2163 
December 15, 2006. 



866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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PRIMARY EXAMINER 



